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Jubilee: The Commodification of
Political Discourse Mira Sickinger

J

ubilee is a popular YouTube channel
with nearly 7 million subscribers that
has always branded itself as a platform
for genuine, compassionate discourse. The
channel bears the description “Feel more.
Think more. See more in others.” Despite
Jubilee’s attempts to convey an enlightened
centrist angle, it is nothing more than a
cheap attempt to commodify American political discourse.
One of the most immediately apparent
issues with Jubilee’s Middle Ground series
is the numerous false binaries constructed
through the way debates are organized. It
assumes two sides of an argument and positions them against each other. Often enough,
this problem is visible through the title of the
video alone. I was more than a bit puzzled
upon reading the title “Can LGBTQ+ and
Christians See Eye to Eye?” I’m sure the
lesbian couple who was married at my family’s church last year would have been just as
confounded. Similar false dichotomies are
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innumerable on this channel, although they
can be harder to spot at times. Consider the
following examples:
• Veterans and Peace Activists Seek to Find
Common Ground
• Can Body Positive & Fitness Enthusiasts
Find Middle Ground?
• Traditional vs. Trans: Are There More
Than 2 Genders?
These videos address a variety of topics,
and upon first examination might appear
to offer a legitimate discussion. In truth,
though, none of these cases are as diametrically opposed as they are presented. Veterans of the Vietnam and Korean wars have
been some of the most outspoken anti-war
advocates in the United States for over half
a century. People who enjoy physical fitness
aren’t necessarily opposed to body positivity. In fact, many popular fitness influencers
are very forthright about their struggles with
body acceptance or with overcoming disabilities. Cultures all over the world have had
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documented examples of third/alternative
genders for thousands of years, so it would
be ridiculous to describe such identities as
not “traditional.” Although in the content
of the videos, the debate participants are
certainly on opposite sides of the argument,
creating an impression that such positions
are the normative ones. Stereotypes such as
the homophobic Christian or the fat-shaming exercise fanatic are strengthened in the
eyes of the viewer, without them even needing to click on the video.
In the intro to their infamous Flat Earth
debate, the producers of Jubilee made a rare
appearance before announcing their new
podcast, ironically named “Radical Empathy.” Given that most of their filmography
consists of directly hostile confrontations
with little moderation, I found the concept
somewhat amusing. It’s clear from the channel’s branding that Jubilee’s producers are
attempting to cultivate a middle-of-the-road,
empathetic characterization of themselves.
However, this presentation deserves a bit
more scrutiny. When the very nature of such
debates often leaves one side much more
heavily invested in the issue than the other,
especially if that side happens to be marginalized, it seems natural that things could be-
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come emotional quickly.
Could it ever be compassionate to leave
a trans person to defend themselves as they
are endlessly scorned by bigots? Is it fair to
let a group of school shooting survivors rationalize their trauma before a panel of gun
enthusiasts? Even knowing that all participants volunteered their time to the channel,
it’s hard to justify the way Jubilee seems to
leave its more vulnerable contestants out in
the cold.
I believe that Jubilee is a stark example of
the increasing commodification of political
discourse taken to its natural conclusion. The
point of these videos is not what they claim.
In a Jubilee video, the point is not to think
critically and analyze the fact-based and wellthought-out claims brought forth by peers in
good faith. The point is to pat Jubilee on the
back for being so empathetic and objective
to even have had this discussion in the first
place. Pop-political content like this, while
entertaining, can be poisonous to one’s media diet if overindulged in. When consuming
these types of videos, one must always bear
in mind that this content was created for the
benefit of the creator, not the audience. They
represent a commercialized performance of
the earnest dialogue we truly crave.
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